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DISCUSSION.

THE POINT OF VIEW OF GENETIC PSYCHOLOGY.

At present the special function of a writer of genetic psychology
is not so much to present new things as to organize the known facts
in such a way as to throw light on the problem of mental development
and prepare the way for the future growth of the new science. No
one can, therefore, read or review intelligently a book on that subject
without clearly recognizing this purpose which distinguishes genetic
psychology from ordinary psychology. It is true that ordinary psy-
chology is rapidly changing so that it is becoming more genetic and
broadening into a science of behavior instead of a science of conscious-
ness, yet a book that professes to be a genetic psychology, especially
one that is intended to emphasize the objective facts and to be followed
by another volume dealing more fully with the subjective facts, cannot
be judged by the same standards that are applied to the ordinary
psychology.

Although the word ' genetic ' has been used somewhat loosely in
the past it does not seem as if psychologists of the present day would
need to have attention called to its meaning, yet, when a reviewer
criticizes a genetic psychology as was done in the May BULLETIN, in a
way that gives no indication of any appreciation of the special purpose
of the work, some sort of an explanation seems needed. The chief
objection made is that the ' neurological background obtrudes almost
constantly,' yet the sub-title of the book and the preface clearly indicate
the author's purpose to give as far as possible an objective view of
intelligence and its development, in such a way that a common ground
may be found for the arrangement of biological, physiological and
psychological facts.

The book has more appropriately been criticized for not showing
in more detail the relations of the physiological structure to behavior.
The author, in fact, did spend a good deal of time looking up such
facts, but found it impracticable to gather them from the technical
publications in which they are only to be found and get them in shape
to use in this brief and semi-popular work.

The important point is not whether the book in question is, or is
not a good one, but that the special purposes of a genetic psychology
should be recognized. It is also important that the narrow view of
psychology as concerned with conscious states only should not prevail.
A psychology that considers young children and animals as well as
adults must be a science of behavior and to be complete must include
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the facts of physiological structure and neurological processes, as well
as those of consciousness. A physiologist would no more think of
studying an ant's behavior without examining its sense organs and
other structures, than would Professor^King of studying the religious
behavior of men without attempting to make any inquiry into their
conscious states, and no comparison can be complete that does not
show the bearing of both classes of facts on behavior, although we
may at present know little of the conscious states of the ant and of the
neurological processes in man that will aid in explaining the conduct
of each.

A description of the neurological correlates of mental activities
has probably been given as an explanation of the mental states by
some popular writers, but it should not be inferred that the writer of a
genetic psychology holds such a superficial view, especially when it is
his purpose to show, not that the facts in one field explain those in
another, but that the facts from the several fields of biology, physiology
and psychology must be collected and correlated before a complete
science of behavior can be developed. It was to help this process of
bringing to bear upon the problems of behavior the researches in
several fields of science that care was taken to outline the probable
correlations, although some things presented may seem trite and the
filling in be left to special workers. Certainly no thoroughgoing scientist
will refuse to consider all the facts bearing on behavior, especially
when he is working on comparative or genetic psychology. ,

It is due to the readers of a scientific magazine that they should be
informed in reviews not merely as to what a reviewer thinks person-
ally of a book, but as to the author's point of view, purposes and man-
ner of carrying them out. This is especially important in a new field
like genetic psychology which must be judged on a different basis than
other books in the same line with a different purpose.
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